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Remarks 

Claims 1-46 are pending in the subject application. Claims 1-4 
have been rejected, claims 16-20 and 32-39 have been allowed, and 
claims 5-15, 21-31 and 40-46 have been withdrawn as being drawn 
to a non-elected invention. By this amendment, applicants have 
canceled claims 1-15, 21-31 and 40-46 without disclaimer or 
prejudice to applicants' right to pursue the subject matter of 
these claims in this or another application. Applicants have also 
added new claims 157-165. Thus, claims 16-20, 32-39 and 157-165 
are now pending in this application. 

Applicants point out that this Amendment is proper under 37 
C.F.R. § 1.116 because it places the subject application in 
condition for allowance by canceling the only claims rejected by 
the Examiner in the April 22, 2003 Final Office Action, i.e. 
claims 1-4, and non-elected claims 5-15, 21-3 0 and 40-46, without 
disclaimer or prejudice. 

Support for the amendment to claim 17 may be found, inter alia, 
on page 5, lines 18-20 and page 60, lines 27-28 of the substitute 
specification . 

Support for new claim 157 may be found, inter alia, on page 5, 
lines 18-20, page 6, lines 15-17 and page 60, lines 27-28 of the 
substitute specification . 

Support for new claim 158 may be found, inter alia, on page 6, 
lines 26-34 of the substitute specification. 

Support for new claim 159 may be found, inter alia, on page 6, 
lines 28-29 of the substitute specification. 
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Support for new claim 160 may be found, inter alia, on page 6, 
lines 28-34 of the substitute specification. 

Support for new claim 161 may be found, inter alia, on page 95, 
lines 9-16 of the specification as originally filed. 

Support for new claim 162 may be found, inter alia, on page 95, 
lines 9-13 and 18-19 of the specification as originally filed. 

Support for new claim 163 may be found, inter alia, on page 95, 
lines 9-13 and 21-22 of the specification as originally filed. 

Support for new claim 164 may be found, inter alia, on page 95, 
lines 9-13 and 24-25 of the specification as originally filed. 

Support for new claim 165 may be found, inter alia, on page 95, 
lines 9-13 and 27-29 of the specification as originally filed. 

In the April 22, 2003 Final Office Action, the Examiner stated 
that, in view of applicants' January 27, 2003 amendment, the § 
112 second paragraph rejection has been withdrawn. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner also stated that, in view of 
the statement in the January 27, 2003 Amendment that the 
substitute specification contains no new matter, the substitute 
specification filed on January 23, 2001 has been entered. 

However, the Examiner has maintained the § 102(f) rejection of 
claims 1-4 . 
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Claim Rejection - 35 U.S.C. § 102(f) 

The Examiner maintained the rejection of claims 1-4 under 3 5 
U.S.C. § 102(f), alleging that applicants did not invent the 
claimed subject matter. The Examiner alleged that the instant 
specification discloses on page 31 of the substitute 
specification and page 34 of the originally filed specification 
that the terpolymer consisting essentially of tyrosine, alanine 
and lysine randomly polymerized into a polypeptide, wherein said 
tyrosine is present in a mole fraction of about 0.102, said 
alanine is present in a mole fraction of about 0.542, and said 
lysine is present in a mole fraction of about 0.3 53 was obtained 
from Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd. The Examiner noted 
that Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd. is not an assignee, and 
required clarification to overcome this rejection. 1 

In reply, applicants have canceled claims 1-4 without disclaimer 
or prejudice to applicants' right to pursue the subject matter of 
these claims in the future. Therefore, the rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(f) is moot. 

For the record and in order to ensure compliance with 37 C.F.R. § 
1.56, applicants note that the terpolymers which are identified 
on page 31, lines 11-31 of the substitute specification as having 
been obtained from Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd. were 
initially made by Dr. Alexander Gad of Teva Pharmaceutical 
Industries, Ltd. for use as reference standards for analytical 
studies of the molecular weight of glatiramer acetate. 
Subsequently, Dr. Gad provided samples of the terpolymers to Dr. 
Masha Fridkis-Hareli , who is listed as a co-inventor on this 
application for use in research. At that time, Dr. Gad did not 



The Examiner noted that applicants state that Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd. is a licensee 
under the subject application, but applicants had not as of the time the previous amendment was 
filed completed their investigation. 



